Bear Dick, 6/6/93 

Se are in virtually complete agreement. If you'd not forgotten some of what I've told 
you over a period of time, you'd have remembered this. Also, when Peter and I spoke I called 
dome of it to his attention, asking him to be alt§34 to it as he got additional chapters 
from Wrone. This^ particularly true of the preface, foreword and introduction. I wrote the 
prefacre when I decided that I had to point and focus more at the very beginning. I had sug - 
g£$ted! to Peter that there might be content in the foreword and introduction that should be 
used elswhere. Had it not been for the conditions of my life and how I've been feeling, that 
would have been the first thing I did. (last month I had 17 days of matfor interruptions, 
mostly medical.j The sarnie is essentially true of the repetition. Stone was inevitable under 
the conditions of the writie^and it3 speed. I've been gaily too aware of this. I think I did 
mention it to Peter, but perhaps I did not. I think that in general repetition after firsV 
use is what should be eliminated, with the exception, and my recollection is not clear on 
this, of a possible few instances of intended repetition. But as you say, sometimes this 
intended repartition may be self -defeating. In summary, I have no problems at all with any 
of this. We are in agreement. 



It was late yesterday, almost suppertime, before I could get to the mail. Because of 
a new one of these apparently minor medical nuisances^ I highlighted your letter to be certain 
tha r in this morning&s response I did not miss t loose matters. Later I'll reread youKletter 
and this, I expect. But in any event, I'll have this to nm-M in the morning. First a blood 
vessel in my better eye hemorrhaged and then yesterday there was evidence of an infection. 

I'm on an optical antibiotic for the latter and the former is healing but there is serious 
impediment to my use of the eye, mostly from constant watering. So, I respond^ in the order 
of appearance in your letter. 

1 Y 

ou are quite correct in your second graf save for one word, in saying that the book 
demands much of the reader. I referred to this several times in recent letters- the New 

jciMSrf 

York layfer who phoned to tell me that he had just reread Whitewash for the tenth time and 
found more in it each time and Krone's surprised reaction on rereading Post Mortem* I thihk 
it is only for gettingv^fiat is in the bonks that demands much of the reader. From my extensive 
letters from readers those who do not get all on one reading are still more than s^aisfied. 

I do not recall a single complaint from those who recognized that there was more then they 
perceived when they reread. I do recall some letters from those who wrote and said they 
were glad they they decided they had to read slowly. Or, as I think you were saying, this 
is not a real problem. And your concluding comments in this chapter* are some of what you 
may not recall dearly, what 1 hoped the potential would be when we spoke of this last ,Ju2y 
when you and David were here. 

What ^ highlighted on the res^T of this page I referred to earlier. This is also true 
of what carries over onto the top of the second page. Where repetition needs eliminating, 
it certainly should be eliminated. If I hear from Peter on this I'm sure we'll be in agree- 
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merit.' You then get to what I ask you to give more thought* I begin by returning to your 
first graf on page one. 

You do perceive some of what the intended thrust of all my work is, including very 
much in this book. But it is not limited to the government and its failures. All the many 
institutions of our society did fail, including the media. I use JAHA to symboUzy&fat 
the major mech^L. In its field it is major. 

$o one thing troubled me as much a3 what you refer toes self -quotation. It is that, 

a! ' 

of course. It also trouble/Wrone and McKhight, who are authentic subject experts as well 
as historians. Both come to agree that it was the right way to do it. The point that * 
intended to re-empaThasise is that the truth and the i?asic fact was readily available 
and for various reasons was ignored. The result is that the major media failed in its . 
^responsibilities , the people were deceived and misled and the essence of representative xb 
was frustrated. This is, I believe, a great national hazard, when these institutions fail. 

And that crazy ^undberg has jAst recently underscored what I emphasize throughout. I 

knew about that in about November but it was just a couple of weeks ago that I was able 

to get a verbatim transcript. I'll use it in a short epilogue. 

a 

I think you may recall that I've said from before I be^i to write that 1 intended a 
thorough documentation for the historical record. This is one of tft$ reasons I did wind up 
deciding to use these lengthy sel^quotations . But it was not to self-quote. It was to be 
oi^rwhe lining in documenting that failure, most of all JAMA' s y in the greatest propaganda 
campaign xgad h at in support of the official jctk mythology and in its attack on all criticism- 
based on deliberate ignoronce of the fact. Lundberg was lUot only aware of his ignorance, he 
later flaunted it, saying/that he'd trust his life to tumes 1 t^uthfjilness. Aftaj/l’d 
written almost all of the book. And Huxfio ahd Boswell both knew of my work and had copies 
of Whitewash. Boswell did comment on it. And I do make the point that honesty and normal 
journalistic standards required consultation with the available information. As I'll be 
adding in the epilogus, fcundberg said Jjds only role was that of journalist. If you'd like 
I think that when I am less distract/ I can add to these reasons, n. 

You conclude by asking if the same result can be obtained byT^ting these self- 
quoJati*hns^4n^^ earlier books. I think not. For almost all who 1 hope will have this . 
book, certainly most who will have access to it, my earlier books donot exist^save in the) 
^ell reprints of the first two. And I do not cite those editions. Jfcll my later writing is 
in terms of the original editions, it would have been an enormous effort and a great delay 
if I had had to look all those things up in the ^ell editions/ Moreover, virtually none 
except the most dedicated and persevering readers interested in the subject matter even 
know that Pojff Mortem exists* 

Or, I believe that citation will not make reader consultation with the earlier books 
possible. In addition, I*ant very much for that not to be aee~"necessary. I want this indict- 
ment to be ^elf -sustaining. I think that in addition to this being important to perfecting 
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the historical record it is what most serious readers will wantWfu will give them not- 
©nly a much better understanding, it will give them a higher opinion of the book and that 
is one of the major ways in which books come to be sold, reader approval conveyed tha 
to those who know nothing at all about the book and are persuaded to get it» 

I hope you will t hink- about this and come to agree with me on it. At the same time, 

I do not argue that all those quotations absolutely must be as long as X made them. That 
is what I thought at the time but as the book developed, maybe qultatiins that full are 
not necessary. % belief, however, is that at least for the most part they make a better, 
a more informative and more persuasive book* gte^e great fSrsi^tion serious 

readers would feel in not having access to the info^iatlok^qiieteu. I think also that although 
it adds to the length of a long book, it will please serious reviewers and reporters who 
in most instances have to winder what a citation or a footnote really means and whether it 
would sustain what is written if they had it before them* 

With my citations of Whitewash*! there of s an additional plint: without questions 
Humes and Boswell had it and knew what it says and they nonetheless told Lundberg and 
^reo what they told then^ used in JMfas the given word from above® In this 

sense I intend those quotations as a major charge in the indictment® 

There is also what 1 believe is an additional benefit in not taking Peter's tike to 
make what would bo tiino—c ons uming changes , (That he is rnor ^f a m l l i ar with the literature 
than you is not, 1 fear anlxxKfc asset® What he is familiar with il sht the crap of 



commercializers, unscrupulous exploiters, ego-trippers who are subject-matter ignoramuses, 

the handmi^deno of official miscreants,) Aside from, I think, making a more powerful book 

a- id. to virtually all readers a much more, informative book, it can speed production up 

^ — 

by saving Peter's time. I d* beldjve this can be very important for a jnnndnta number of 



reasons, perhaps most of all for sales time^to the anncversar^amiifeeeaueQ. "fhere will 
be an outpouring of the most awful trash that reviwwersT reporters and fnhm what I 
hear regukrly, serious readers'^wiio Recognize jthfffe-tha .reairis trash. 

I believe that if review copies arf accompanied with a few words about me and my 
work they'Sftay well prefer reviewing this book to the others whose authors may not be un- 
known to them. If this lead^to only one major review or one of*/ two news stories, would not 
that alone Jiustify any costs in rushing the book out so that it is on sale before the 
anniversary? 

From my own experience in the fi^d and from I hear by phone and read^in letters I 
do believe this is important in terms of sales® Moreover, if the junk thnb ill try to 
saturate the market does, may it not also discourage serious readers? Will they not say ^ 
as so many newspapers editors did when so much of it crossed their desks, mor^ of that 
crap again, and usually without even reading it they threw it away. 

Afterthought: dp-mprf-thd fcengthy quotations add credibility to a ver^ strong statement 
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of what is controversial, and do they not tend tcjforestall criticisms of it? 

If I did not early on make a clear statement of the reason for using these lengthy 

J ' 1 

quotations, ix you agree^gsi hope you will, that should be added at perhaps the point of 
the first lengthy quotation. 

After a break for breakfast and a fast trip though the Post, the antibiot^Tc inter- 
feres with vision enough for me not to try to read and correct what I'vefritteiu So, hoping 
I've said what I intended, I cpnclude where i began: we are in virtually complete agreement. 
The "virtually" is because I feel strongly that usin^he lengthy quotations makes it ^much 
better, much less questionable book by those with an interest in questioning it, a much 
better record for history and for serious readers as well as for buffs, a more useful and 
informative book* ypu disaggee, I'll be disappointed but I'll accept it. 

And I do appreciate some of your comments* 



